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F001-1
Section 2.3.1 contains the suggested changes.

F001-2
The suggested change has been made throughout the Final
EIS/EIR.

F001-3
Shore crossings are illustrated on Figure 3.4-1.

F001-4
The text in Table 4.2-2 has been revised in response to the
comment.

F001-5
The Executive Summary has been revised and no longer discusses
warning areas. The suggested revision has been made in Section
4.3.1.

F001-6
Section 4.3.1 has been revised in response to this comment.
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F001-7
Impact MT-5 in Section 4.3.4 has been revised in response to the
comment.

F001-8
Impact MT-6 in Section 4.3.4 has been revised in response to the
comment.

F001-9
Impact MT-6 in Section 4.3.4 has been revised in response to the
comment.

F001-10
Section 4.17.3 discusses the potential impact of the Project on air
traffic at the NBVC.

F001-11
Section 4.20.3.3 discusses the potential impact of additional LNG
carrier traffic in the area.
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F001-12
Section 4.20.1 has been revised in response to the comment.

F001-13
Sections 4.3.4 and 4.20.3 have been revised in response to the
comment.

F001-14
In response to this comment, the reference to expansion is no
longer included (see Section 4.20.1).
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F007-1
Section 4.6.4 contains updated information on mitigation measures
for Project construction equipment.
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F007-2
In March 2006, the USCG and MARAD solicited public input on a
Draft General Conformity Determination, which concluded that NOx
emissions generated from Project construction activities in Los
Angeles County were subject to the General Conformity Rule. All
other Project-related emissions were determined not to be subject
to the General Conformity Rule. Subsequent to the issuance of the
Conformity Determination, BHPB provided a written commitment
that all onshore pipeline construction equipment would, to the
extent possible, utilize engines compliant with USEPA Tier 2, 3, or
4 non-road engine standards with Tier 2 being the minimum
standard for any engine.

Project emissions were then reanalyzed to assess the potential
emission reductions associated with the stated commitment and to
reassess the applicability of the General Conformity Rule. The
revised General Conformity analysis concluded that all applicable
Project emissions would be less than de minimis thresholds in both
Ventura and Los Angeles Counties and, therefore, not subject to
the General Conformity Rule. Based on this conclusion, the USCG
and MARAD will not finalize the Draft General Conformity
Determination.

Section 4.6.1.3 and Section 4.6.2 contain revised Project emission
estimates and a revised discussion of the applicability of the
General Conformity Rule to the Project, respectively. Appendix G4
contains a copy of the revised General Conformity analysis.

F007-3
The USEPA has made a preliminary determination, on which the
lead agencies must rely, that the FSRU should be permitted in the
same manner as sources on the Channel Islands that are located in
Ventura County. Thus, Project emissions are not subject to
requirements to acquire emission reduction credits (emission
offsets). Section 4.6.2 contains an updated discussion of relevant
regulatory requirements, including emission offset requirements.
Section 4.6.4 contains information on emission reduction measures
proposed by the Applicant.
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F007-4
The Project has been modified since issuance of the October 2004
Draft EIS/EIR. See Section 1.4.2 for a summary of Project changes.
Section 4.6.1.3 and Impact AIR-5 in Section 4.6.4 contain
information on regulated air pollutant emissions and an updated
analysis of vessel emissions.

F007-5
See the response to Comment F007-4.
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F007-6
Through discussions with USEPA subsequent to the submission of
the comment, it was determined that this regulation is not
applicable.

F007-7
Section 4.2.3, the Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix C1),
and the Sandia Review of the Independent Risk Assessment
(Appendix C2) contain information on the 1977 Oxnard study. The
Project is regulated by the USCG and MARAD under the authority
of the Deepwater Port Act. FERC's regulations are prescriptive and
standardized to address the general siting of onshore LNG
terminals. In contrast, due to various different designs of deepwater
ports, the USCG conducts site-specific independent risk and
consequence analyses using the most recent guidance and
modeling techniques. The guidance used for Cabrillo Port is Sandia
National Laboratories' "Guidance on Risk Analysis and Safety
Implications of a Large Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG) Spill Over
Water." This report recommends a framework for analyses of large
LNG spills onto water. It was prepared for the U.S. Department of
Energy (DOE), and an external peer review panel evaluated the
analyses, conclusions, and recommendations presented.

F007-8
Section 4.6.4 under Impact AIR-3 discusses this topic. Section
4.13.1 contains information on sensitive land uses in proximity to
proposed and alternative pipeline routes, such as schools. There
are no schools in the immediate vicinity of either of the proposed
pipeline routes. Section 4.2.8 describes regulations regarding
pipelines, including the requirement to establish public education
programs to prevent and respond to pipeline emergencies. Section
4.2.8.4 contains information on the estimated risk of Project
pipeline incidents. Section 4.16.1.2 describes emergency planning
and response capabilities in the Project area.

The proposed pipelines within Oxnard city limits would meet
standards that are more stringent than those of existing pipelines
because they would meet the minimum design criteria for a U.S.
Department of Transportation (USDOT) Class 3 location. Also, MM
PS-4c includes the installation of additional mainline valves
equipped with either remote valve controls or automatic line break
controls. SoCalGas operates high-pressure natural gas pipelines
throughout Southern California.
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F007-9
Sections 2.2.2 and 4.18.4 address sanitary wastes and have been
updated. The Applicant has submitted a revised NPDES application
that reflects several modifications to the proposed Project.

F007-10
Sections 2.2.2 and 4.18.4 have been updated with additional
information on this topic.

F007-11
Section 2.2.2 has been updated with additional information on this
topic.

F007-12
Section 4.18.4 contains additional information on deck drainage.
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F007-13
Impact WAT-5a in Section 4.18.4 contains information on this topic.
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F007-14
The Applicant has submitted the wetland delineation maps to the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Maps summarizing the wetlands
delineation are included in Section 4.8. The complete maps are not
included in the Final EIS/EIR because of their size and volume, but
they are available to the public through the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers.

F007-15
Section 4.18.1 discusses aquatic resources. Table 4.18-5 describes
each surface water body that would be crossed and both the
proposed crossing method and an alternate method. Table 4.8-2a
lists the number of acres of each aquatic feature that would be
impacted by the Project. Table 4.8-2b lists the jurisdicational
wetlands and waters that could be crossed for each alternative.

F007-16
See the response to Comment F007-15. Sections 2.7.2 and 4.8.4
describe crossing methods for each waterbody crossing on the
proposed Center Road Pipeline and the Line 225 Pipeline Loop.
The crossing methods are open-cut trenches, boring (cased or slick
bore), or HDD.

F007-17
Sections 4.8.1 and 4.18.1 describe the aquatic features. Table
4.18-5 lists and describes the surface water bodies and both the
proposed crossing method and an alternatve method. Table 4.8-2b
lists the jurisdicational wetlands and water bodies for each route
and provides the jurisdictional acreage for each aquatic feature.
Section 4.8.4 discusses the potential impacts on aquatic features
and mitigation measures. The mitigation measures are designed to
avoid or minimize any adverse impact that could be encountered.

F007-18
Sections 4.8.1 and 4.8.4 have been revised in response to the
comment.

F007-19
HDD is no longer being used as the boring method for the shore
crossing; HDB would be used instead. Section 2.6.1 describes the
HDB process and the materials that would be used and the
disposal methods.
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F007-20
Section 4.18.1 has been revised in response to this comment.

F007-21
No part of the infrastructure of the proposed Project or any of the
offshore alternatives are located within the Channel Islands
National Marine Sanctuary or the Channel Islands National Park. In
addition, no Project vessel routings are proposed to enter either.
Therefore, MPRSA is not applicable.

F007-22
Sections 4.13.2.2, 4.7.1.4, and 4.20.1.5 contain additional
information on this topic. The FSRU would be located outside of the
boundary of the Channel Islands National Marine Sanctuary
(CINMS) and vessels associated with the operations would not be
expected to enter the CINMS.
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F007-23
The Applicant has committed to provide potable water on the
FSRU. Section 2.2.2.6 describes the treatment system. The type of
Public Drinking Water system that would be in operation does not
affect the impact analysis. At the time of permiting, EPA will
determine the system requirements according to the Safe Drinking
Water Act.

F007-24
Section 4.19 describes how EPA's environmental justice
methodology has been incorporated in the environmental justice
analysis. The main environmental justice impacts are related to
public safety. As a result, an Applicant measure that requires all
pipeline segments to meet USDOT Class 3 pipeline criteria (AM
PS-4a) has been added to the Project. In addition, public safety
mitigation measures have been included (see Section 4.19.4).
These mitigation measures require implementation of a pipeline
integrity program before pipeline operations begin (MM PS-4b),
installation of additional mainline valves (MM PS-4c), and treatment
of a manufactured home community near the pipeline route as a
high consequence area (MM PS-5a). These measures would
reduce risks to the environmental justice community.

The onshore projects described in Section 4.20 for the City of
Oxnard and County of Ventura are commercial and residential
developments. The impacts associated with these projects are
evaluated in the normal planning process in these jurisdictions.
However, none are anticipated to contribute to a cumulative risk to
the environmental justice community.
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F007-25
This Project has incorporated into the Project design many
measures that would typically be considered mitigation measures.

MARAD and the USCG consider Class III impacts to be minor,
short-term, or temporary impacts that under NEPA do not require
mitigation .

F007-26
MARAD is the lead Federal agency for formal consultation pursuant
to ESA Section 7 and the MSFCMA; MARAD and the USCG share
responsibility for conducting consultation. Reference to these
consultations has been added to Section 4.7 and updated in
Section 4.8. Appendix I contains all correspondence regarding
these consultations.
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F007-27
The Executive Summary has been revised and no longer refers to
local air quality district jurisdictions. Section 4.6.2 includes a
discussion of jurisdiction with respect to air issues.

F007-28
The Executive Summary has been revised. See the response to
Comment F007-3.

F007-29
Section 2.2.1 discusses this topic.

F007-30
The word "current" has been taken out of Table 4.3-1. A footnote
has been added clarifying that the information about the Project is
not part of the existing vessel traffic.
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F007-31
Section 4.6.2 has been revised in response to the comment and
other information supplied by the USEPA.

F007-32
The discussion of air emission thresholds has been revised since
the issuance of the October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR. Section 4.6.2
provides an updated discussion of Project emissions with regard to
applicable emission thresholds.

F007-33
The Project has been changed since the issuance of the October
2004 Draft EIS/EIR. With the reduction of the emissions generated
by the Project, PSD requirements are no longer applicable. PSD
requires a discussion of impacts on Class I areas within 100
kilometers of a source. In addition, no Class I areas are present
within 100 kilometers of the FSRU. As a result, a dicussion of Class
I areas is no longer included.

F007-34
Section 4.6.2 provides an updated discussion of the applicability of
air operating permit requirements to the Project.

F007-35
The USEPA has made a preliminary determination, on which the
lead agencies must rely, that the FSRU should be permitted in the
same manner as sources on the Channel Islands that are located in
Ventura County. Section 4.6.2 contains an updated discussion of
relevant regulatory requirements, including emission offset
requirements.

F007-36
The Project has been modified since issuance of the October 2004
Draft EIS/EIR. See Section 1.4.2 for a summary of Project changes.
Impact AIR-8 in Section 4.6.4 contains an updated analysis of
impacts on air quality from the FSRU and Project vessels.

F007-37
The Project has been changed since the issuance of the October
2004 Draft EIS/EIR. Sections 4.6.2 and 4.6.4 contain updated
information on the requirements for the use of ultra low sulfur diesel
in Project vessels.

F007-38
Section 4.6.4 has been revised in response to the comment.
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F007-39
The Project has been modified since issuance of the October 2004
Draft EIS/EIR. Section 4.6.1.3 contains an updated analysis of the
air pollution control technologies to be incorporated into the Project.
The Applicant prepared an emission control technology analysis for
FSRU emission sources as part of the air permit application to the
USEPA.

F007-40
Section 4.6.1 contains updated information on emissions and the
analysis in Section 4.6.4 has been revised to reflect the updated
emission data.

F007-41
See the response to Comment F007-3.

F007-42
Section 4.6.4 has been revised and table references have been
corrected.

F007-43
Impact AIR-3 in Section 4.6.4 contains revised information on
impacts from an LNG spill or pipeline rupture.

F007-44
This impact has been incorporated in other impacts and has been
rewritten (see Section 4.18.4).

F007-45
Sections 2.2.2 and 4.18.4 contain additional information to clarify
this topic.

F007-46
Section 5.2 has been rewritten and reformatted. References to
emission control technology are no longer included. Emission
control technology is discussed in Section 4.6.1.

F007-47
The USEPA has made a preliminary determination, on which the
lead agencies must rely, that the FSRU should be permitted in the
same manner as sources on the Channel Islands that are located in
Ventura County. Section 4.6.2 contains an updated discussion of
relevant regulatory requirements, including emission offset
requirements.

F007-48
Impacts within the Air Quality Section have been revised since the



issuance of the October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR. As a results changes
have occurred in Sections 4.6 and 6. Section 4.6.1.3 contains
additional information to clarify this topic.

F007-49
The Project has been changed since the issuance of the October
2004 Draft EIS/EIR. Sections 4.6.2 and 4.6.4 contain updated
information on the requirements for the use of ultra low sulfur diesel
in Project vessels.

F007-50
The Draft General Conformity Determination was issued in March
2006 with a 30-day public comment period. However, based on
equipment changes proposed by the Applicant, MARAD, and the
USCG has determined that the General Conformity Rule does not
apply. Appendix G4 contains additional information on this topic.

F007-51
The USCG consulted with the DOI to determine the appropriate
recipients.

F007-52
Section 4.6.1.3 contains additional information on submerged
combustion vaporizers and generators, as well emissions related to
the operation of this equipment.
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F005-1
Thank you for your review of the October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR.
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